Not all Europeans migrated to the United States. Between 1879 and 1930 13 million of Europeans went to Latin America; however, Latin America is not fully incorporated into current debates on the cost and benefits from Atlantic migration. This paper surveys Latin America immigration experience since the late nineteenth century to 1930. It assesses inferences about European migrants in Latin America derived from the experience of migrants in the United States and questions its validity. The topics covered here include migration trends and chronology, national origin of the flows and the evolution of real wages. New data on the cost of passages for transatlantic migration is also presented. This is followed by an examination of the immigrants' contribution to economi c growth in Latin America dealing basically with the issue of human capital brought in by European immigrants. The extent to which immigrants alter the composition of the labour force and the demographic structure, both in the short and the long run is also examined. A final section concludes with some new avenues for future research. It assesses inferences about European migrants in Latin America derived from the experience of migrants in the United States and questions its validity. The topics covered here include migration trends and chronology, national origin of the flows and the evolution of real wages. New data on the cost of passages for transatlantic migration is also presented. This is followed by an examination of the immigrants' contribution to economic growth in Latin America dealing basically with the issue of human capital brought in by European immigrants. The extent to which immigrants alter the composition of the labour force and the demographic structure, both in the short and the long run is also examined. A final section concludes with some new avenues for future research.
The role of Latin America in the international economy has changed in many ways since the late nineteenth century particularly in relation to the international labour market. Around 1900, Latin America was an area of destination for millions of immigrants, mainly Europeans. By the end of the twentieth century, Latin America had experienced a "population explosion" and the region is no longer an area of immigration. On the contrary, one of the main features of almost all Latin American countries nowadays is the high volume of emigration to the United States and Europe. This paper concentrates on the so called "age of mass migration", 1870-1930, and will attempt to bring Latin America histories of migration in the Atlantic economy, a history still biased clearly in favour of the United States Immigration history has been guilty of an "American bias" even though since the 1960s historians like Frank Thistlethwaite (1960) and John D. Gould (1979 Gould ( , 1980 praised for a comparative approach in immigration research. The revival of migration studies in the 1990s showed and effort to integrate countries other than the US, Argentina being the case in point, (Hatton and Williamson 1998) but the core of the analysis is still the American experience.
Text books on economic growth in the long run or economic history in Latin America concentrate on trade and capital and devote only a few pages to the relationship of Latin American countries with the international labour markets.
Particularly British historians such as Platt or Ferns focused their research on trade and capital since those were the basic links of the British economy with Latin America during the modern period. Since the British were not a major immigrant groups in Latin America, they hardly considered the role of foreign labour. For the colonial period the preferential attention of social scientist is given to native populations and coerced migration from Africa, and to a much lesser degree to free immigration. African slaves were part of the world supply of labour force to Latin America. In terms of immigration alone, America was an extension of Africa rather than Europe until late in the nineteenth century.
Research on immigration in Latin America since the Industrial Revolution is a comparatively neglected field constrained by a narrow conception of the "Atlantic Economy" and some over-simplifications of the Latin experience during the age of mass migration. The experiences of Latin American countries are not fully incorporated into current debates on the cost and benefits from Atlantic migration despite the fact that 13 million of Europeans migrated to that region between 1870 and 1930 (a higher number than to Australia and Canada). Even the most favoured country by researchers, Argentina, still lags behind research done for the United States, Australia and Canada. This paper draws together, in the form of an analytical survey, a number of different aspects of the Latin America immigration experience since the late nineteenth century to 1930. Its main objective is to rethink the role of European migration to Latin America and to clarify some over-simplifications of the Latin experience during the age of mass migration.
Section I discusses to what extent Latin America mimics the experience of the USA focusing on migration trends, national origins of immigrants, the evolution of real wages and the costs of passage across the Atlantic. Did migrants contribute to growth is the question addressed in section II by analysing how much human capital was brought in by immigrants and how did they adjust to the labour market. Then, the extent to which immigrants alter the composition of the labour force and the demographic structure, both in the short and the long run is examined in section III. As a conclusion, the paper includes some new avenues for future research.
Section I. The international labour market: why immigration into Latin

America lagged behind the United States?
Improvements in transport and communication over the nineteenth century and the progressive elimination of institutional barriers to commerce induced an impressive increase in commodity and factor mobility. About 60 million Europeans migrated to economies of the New World characterized by scarcities of capital and labour and by cheap and abundant land. Not all countries in Latin America suffered from labour scarcity. Mexico had a relatively large native population and Brazil had both a large slave and free labour force. Resource abundance with labour scarcity certainly characterized the River Plate area and the Brazilian hinterland. Nevertheless, almost all Latin American governments tried to attract foreign labour to prevent labour shortages in specific sectors of the national economies and some governments thought that immigration of culturally "superior" Europeans could contribute to economic and social modernization. Ferenczi and Willcox, (1929, 1931) document the main trends in international migration and show that the majority of European immigrants went to the United States.
Until the last quarter of the nineteenth century Latin America remained marginal to international market in free labour 1 . Political instability in several new Republics; the low demand for free labour in the majority of Latin American countries who possessed either large native populations (Mexico) or used slaves (Brazil and Cuba); the high cost of the passage; unfavourable geographies and climates in the hinterland; unattractive political and cultural characteristics; all help to explain why Latin America lagged well behind the United States as a destination for immigrants.
After 1870 the situation changed. Political stability and the emergence of policies design to attract foreign immigrants that had been growing since the 1850s and 1860s including religious freedom, rights of private ownership and respect for civil rights, friendlier attitudes towards foreigners, all helped. The story is well known:
exports rose, capital flows from Europe came on stream and investment in railways altered prospects for the exploitation of the regions abundant in natural resources (Bethell 1986 , Bulmer-Thomas 1994 European sources of emigration changed over time. In the central decades of the nineteenth century dominant migratory streams came from the British Isles, Germany and the Scandinavian countries. Southern and Eastern Europeans followed in the 1880s (Gould 1979 ). An "emigration life cycle" related to demographic transition, industrialization and the "pulls" of a growing stock of previous migrants abroad developed has been well documented (Hatton and Williamson 1998, chap.3 (Moya 1998 and Vázquez, 1999) . This dramatic reduction in the duration of the Atlantic crossing effectively reduced the cost of migration when the opportunity cost of the earning time wasted on board ship is added to the monetary cost of the trip which was particularly important for the temporary migrants and contributed decisively to increase the number of workers travelling to and from the Americas in search of higher wages.
Unfortunately, long-term annual series for transatlantic passage fares are not available for many European countries, particularly for Southern Europe. (Klein 1996) . The number of migrant children (32 percent of the flow) was also higher among Spanish families in Brazil than other nationalities Williamson (1999) The Brazilian system of subsidizing immigration from Europe is also at odds with the existence of a large native population. The native Brazilian population might well have benefited from a reduction in the supply of unskilled labour from overseas but apparently coffee planters located in the South East of this vast country preferred to subsidize immigration from overseas instead of hiring native workers from low wage areas of Northeast Brazil. Perhaps it was cheaper to pay for transport subsidies for Europeans to cross the Atlantic? Yet it seems unlikely that transportation cost of bringing workers from the Northeast to the Southeast of the country exceeded the cost of transporting workers from Southern Europe to Brazil. Planters had after all done that for two decades after 1850 when slaves where shipped from the less remunerative sugar zones of north eastern regions to Santos and Rio de Janeiro. According to Klein (1999) high transport costs, increasingly severe export taxes and other provincial government restrictions seem to have curtailed seriously this internal slave trade by the late 1870s and early 1880s. It might be the case that this experience led planters to reject the idea of bringing native workers from the Northeast to meet expanding demands for agricultural workers in the coffee regions.
Native workers from the North were certainly not immobile. Between 1872 and 1910 hundreds of thousands of workers from the Northeast migrated to the Amazon region (Holloway 1980) . From 1914 through 1929 a quarter of a million native internal migrants passed through the labour system regulated by the Sao Paulo government and many others entered the region without official assistance. For some reason, planters preferred European immigrants to the peasant mulatto families from Northeast Brazil. Leff (1982) suggested racial prejudices against native mulattos, but that seems difficult to test and there is no evidence that planters in Brazil wished to develop their country on the basis of white European immigrants (to keep pace with Argentina). On the contrary, a large group of planters tried, unsuccessfully, to develop a mass immigration recruitment program from China on the eve of slavery abolition (Conrad 1975) . The Brazilian government finally turned to Japan for a source of Asian workers in the early decades of the twentieth century.
The huge wage gap between sending regions in Southern Europe and Latin American economies has led scholars to argue that the latter enjoyed the advantages associated by Arthur Lewis (1978) and others with an unlimited supply of labour.
Cortés Conde (1979) and Diaz Alejandro (1970) also argued that without European immigration the supply of labour to the Argentinean labour market would have became highly inelastic and constricting for growth. Leff (1982) observed that the coffee planters in Sao Paulo benefited from two streams of cheap labour: first from slaves and thereafter from an inflow of subsidized immigrants. Immigrant workers from Europe enabled Brazilian planters to maintain wages at low levels. Output and employment in the export sector of the economy expanded over the long cycle 1880-1914 at constant real wages in the coffee plantations.
The Lewis hypothesis concerning the elastic supply of labour from the Mediterranean countries has been put to the test recently. Hatton and Williamson (1994) econometric tests show that while wage gaps between Southern Europe and Latin certainly influenced emigration, the elasticities are relatively small. In all three cases As usual, these immigrants to Latin America were typically young adults who carried very high labour participation rates to the receiving countries. For them (singles, unskilled, young adults) the potential benefits from migrate would be greater than they would be for the population at large, particularly if they embodied lower levels of country-specific human capital (Hatton and Williamson 1998) . How much did it matter to have specific human capital in Latin America? If the labour demand was basically of unskilled labour, why being unskilled was a negative feature of the immigrants' supply?
Immigration statistics in receiving countries record the occupation of immigrants in broad generic terms but immigrants often declared an occupation that they believed might be welcomed by a host country. For example, in Cuba the strong pull from the sugar sector explains why 80 to 90 percent of immigrants in the first decade of the twentieth century declared themselves to be hired hands or agricultural workers (Losada 1999).
The broad picture which emerges from aggregate statistics is one of a flow composed overwhelmingly of unskilled rural labour. Even in Argentina, the most diversified of the host economies, the majority of arrivals were agricultural workers and day labourers (jornaleros). Furthermore, the low economic quality of immigrants has been a common feature of almost all accounts of Brazilian immigration. Immigrants arrived in Sao Paulo with the help from subsidized passages and it is assumed that people who went to Brazil were from the lowest economic status of the groups migrating to the New World. It has even been argued that subsidized travel aimed to attract workers so destitute that they could have no choice but to work on the plantations. Thus, Brazil obtained "the poorest of the poor" (Merrick and Graham 1979) . However, the fact that emigrants to Brazil from either Portugal, Spain or Italy came from the relatively less backward areas of the north of those countries and not from the poorer south where masses of agricultural day labourers were allegedly living in miserable conditions casts doubts on the expression "the poorest of the poor". It could also be argued that subsidies were a response to the wealth constraint on long distance migration for large segments of the population in Southern Europe. This is the argument applied to the indentured servants' contracts to British colonial America or to the convict workers transported to Australia in the early nineteenth century (Grubb 2003 and Nicholas 1988) . However, these coerced migrants are not represented in the literature as ignorant and backward. In the nineteenth century Australia had an assisted migration program, more or less generous according to economic conditions at home: 50 percent of arrivals in the 1870s were assisted but only 10 percent in the crisis years of the 1890s. Governments in remote countries had little choice but to subsidize the cost of the passage if they wanted to attract immigrants but that does not imply that assisted migrants were, by definition, illiterate and backward. Population censuses suggest that immigration to Latin America contributed decisively to the urban labour force formation in commerce, industry, building, domestic service and general unskilled labour force. In some countries, some immigrants were successful in becoming owners of industries or commercial enterprises. Even if the goal of many immigrants had been to work on the land, post hoc and for a majority migration turned out to be a large range transatlantic move from rural to urban occupations. The highest concentration of immigrants in urban population was found in the River Plate countries. Immigration contributed significantly to urbanization in Latin America (Bourdé 1974 , Scobie 1986 . In 1910 countries attracting immigrants also had the highest percentages of their population living in towns with 20,000 or more inhabitants: Argentina 28 percent, Uruguay 30 and Cuba 28 percent, compared to the 10 percent ratio for Mexico. Exceptions to this trend included Brazil with a low rate of urbanization (12 percent) and Chile with a high urbanization rate (23 percent) although immigration was lower than in Brazil. In Southern cone countries rates of urbanization were actually higher than rates for the countries of immigrants and similar to the United States (31 percent) (Flora 1973 : Mitchell 1993 land and many more immigrants than is generally believed became farmers (Miguez 1993 , Taylor 1997 , Adelman 1994 ). On the Pampas immigrants (particularly Italians) opted to remain as tenants or share-croppers -a rational choice given their lack of capital and knowledge of a new environment and cultivation system (Gallo (1983) . Both the time of arrival and the existence of colonial links help to account for differential access to the land. Italians were the most successful in acquiring land in Argentina because they were the pioneer group in the era of mass migration. In the 1880s the proportion of Italian arrivals compared to Spaniards were 14 to 1. When massive Spanish immigration to the country reached its peak in the years prior to the Great War Argentina was already more urban than the country had been in the 1880s and there were more opportunities to maximize the wage differentials working in the cities than in agriculture (or seasonally in the two sectors). Literacy has been frequently used as an indicator of the low quality of the immigrants in Latin America (Cipolla 1969 The issue is whether the proportion of immigrants possessing some levels of literacy was higher than those who remained at home, that is, if migrants were positively selected. Given the selectivity of migrants by age distribution and given the concentration of Southern Europeans emigrants from few regions, the comparison of immigrants' literacy rates with overall rates of residents is inadequate. In the three main European countries of origin, the northern regions from where the majority of immigrants were drawn tended to be more literate than other parts of the country, Immigration affects the overall rate of population growth by increasing absolute numbers and numbers of young people having children. It also has a direct impact on the age structure of the population. Migration is a highly selective process by age. In the short run, immigrants increase participation rates and contribute to the growth of the labour force, but in the long run the age structure of the population changes as the population grows. In recent years the debate on the influence of demography on economic growth has shifted the emphasis from population size and growth to age structures (Bloom, Canning and Sevilla 2002 Did immigration into Latin America increase the working age group and thereby produce a "demographic gift" for economic growth? Although policies to take advantage of this "gift" have to be implemented, immigrants are "ready-to-use" working population and lower the volume of resources devoted to the care of children. But immigrants as young adults also increase the number of dependents since they have and raise children in the host country hence creating a "demographic burden". Thus, it is important to measure the overall demographic effect of immigration in Latin America.
Immigrants contributed to the labour force growth and in the absence of immigration labour costs would have been higher. O'Rourke and Williamson (1999) have estimated Mitchell (1993) and The idea of the demographic burden in Argentina depends entirely on the basis of the comparison. Within Latin America Argentina and Uruguay, the highest recipients of Southern European immigrants, had the lowest dependency rates since the beginning of the twentieth century. Several forces (other than immigration) appeared to raise burdens of dependency in Latin America.
A new research agenda: the role of social capital
A new research agenda should include new problems and hypotheses.
Immigrants not only affected population and workforce growth; they also contributed to The value and uses of social capital depend on the institutional environment and it might be the case that Argentina had an exceptional institutional environment for the development of immigrants' social capital abilities compared to other Latin American countries. Both Baily (1999) and Moya (1998) Immigration had an impact on labour force and population growth. Migrants raised the dependent age groups in the population, particularly children, in the medium and long run. Since the debate on the influence of demography on economic growth has shifted the emphasis from population size and growth to the economic consequences of the age structure of the population, the long run impact of large numbers of young immigrants to Latin American countries, other than Argentina, waits for a promising research.
Migration history is clearly biased in favour of the United States. It is dominated by a narrow conception of the "Atlantic Economy" and when dealing with Latin
America is still full of over-simplifications. This paper has aimed to qualify some of the traditional representations. To consider migrants other than the Europeans should be the next step in the global history of migration in Latin America. 
